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Building 1, Suite 140, Community Conference Center

Alameda Point
Alameda, California

January 5, 2006

The following participants attended the meeting:

Co-Chairs:

Thomas Macchiarella Base Realignment andClosure (BRAC) ProgramManagement Office
(PMO) West, BRAC Environmental Coordinator(BEC), Navy
Co-chair

George Humphreys RestorationAdvisory Board (RAB) Community Co-chair

Attendees:

Jim Barse Community Member

Doug Biggs Alameda Point CollaborativeRepresentative

, __ Neil Coe RAB

Anna-Marie Cook U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)

Robert De Luea RAB Alternate for Ardella Dailey

Tony Dover RAB

Jamie Harem Sullivan International Group (Sullivan)

Judy Huang Regional Water Quality Control Board (Water Board)

Craig Hunter Tetra Tech EM Inc. (Tetra Tech)

Michelle Hurst BRAC PMO-West Remedial Project Manager (RPM)

Elizabeth Johnson City of Alameda

John Kaiser Water Board

Joan Konrad RAB

James D. Leach RAB

Greg Lorton BRAC PMO-West Lead RPM

Dot Lofstrom Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC)

Patrick Lynch Community Member

Frank Matarrese Alameda City Council

John McMillan Shaw Environmental and Infrastructure Inc. (Shaw)
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Bert Morgan RAB ".-.........

Samantha Murray Audubon Society

Kevin Reilly RAB

Peter Russell Russell Resources/City of Alameda

Dale Smith RAB/Sierra Club/Audubon Society

Jean Sweeney RAB

Jim Sweeney RAB

Michael John Torrey RAB/Housing Authority of the City

The meeting agenda is provided in Attachment A.

MEETING SUMMARY

I. Approval of Minutes

Mr. Humphreys called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.

Mr. Reilly announced that he would no longer be able to serve as a RAB member because of a time
conflict with graduate school.

Mr. Humphreys distributed a list of Navy documents that he received during December (Attachment B-1).
He noted that a significant document was the Draft Remedial Investigation (RI) for Installation

Restoration (IR) Site 2, West Beach Landfill and Wetlands. He also noted that the document is large and ......
takes a long time to read, and that Ms. Smith had asked for a presentation on the document at today's
RAB meeting. However, her request was too late to be included on the meeting schedule, so the Navy
will discuss the document during the February RAB meeting. The comments for the document are due on
February 6, 2006; therefore, RAB members should contact Mr. Humphreys or Ms. Smith to set up a
meeting if they want to discuss it.

Mr. Humphreys asked for comments on the minutes from the RAB meeting held on December 1, 2005.
Mr. Humphreys, Mr. Macchiarella, and Mr. De Luca provided the following comments:

Mr. Humphreys and Mr. Macchiarella's comments

• Page 3 of 7, Section I, second full paragraph; the fourth and fifth sentences will be combined and
revised to read, "Mr. Humphreys gave the example of the City of Alameda; where the annex has
in-place ICs for restricted land use on some of the sites."

• Page 3 of 7, Section 1, second full paragraph; second from the last sentence, will be revised to
read, "She also said that she thought it was suggested by City councilman Mr. Frank Matarrese
during the November RAB meeting to take a vote."

Mr. De Luca's comment

• Page 3 of 7, Section It, second paragraph; first sentence will be revised to read,
"Mr. MacchiareIIa called attention to Mr. De Luca; he will be an alternate for Ardella Dailey,
who is the new superintendent of the Alameda School system."
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, • II. Co-Chair Announcements

Mr. Macehiarella andMr. Humphreys did not have any co-chair announcements.

III. Petroleum Hydrocarbon Program Update

Ms. Hurst presented an updateon the petroleum program. A handoutof the presentation is included as
AttachmentB-2. The first slide illustrates the areas on Alameda Point where the Navy is investigating
free productat Corrective Action Areas (CAA) 3 and 5; conducting post-remediationmonitoringand
sampling at CAA 6 (Parcel 37), CAA 7 (Site 7), CAA 13 (Building 397 and 530), andCAA 11 (Area 37);
and implementingactive remediationusing dual-vacuumextraction (DVE) for floating phase productand
biosparging at CAA 4C (Site 22) and DVE atBuilding 410 (Site 9). The remediationtechnologies used
at Alameda Point (Slide 2) include DVE at Building 410 and CAAs 4C, 6, 7, and 13 (Buildings 397 and
530); vacuumtruck extraction, which extracts floatingproduct from the subsurface at CAA 11; and
biosparging, which injects air into the subsurface to facilitate natural attenuationat CAA 4C, 6, 11, and
13 (Building 530).

Slide 3 is a flow chart showing the various componentsof the original DVE system used at the base.
Slide 4 illustrates the current DVE process, which uses a catalytic oxidizer before emissions are
discharged into the atmosphereinstead of using a vapor-phase activatedcarbon adsorber. The sites at
Alameda Point use both vertical andhorizontalwells to collect free product. The free product is pumped
into a knockout drum, where the liquid andvapor are separated. The liquid is sentto an oil/water
separatorwhere approximately40 percent of the oil is recovered for recycling. The remainingwater is
treated by liquid-phaseactivatedcarbon adsorbers before it is discharged into the sanitarysewer. The
vapor from the knockout drum is passed through the catalytic oxidizer. The catalystkeeps the vapors at
lower temperatures,which in turn produces less nitrogen oxides.

Ms. Konrad asked for an explanationof the vadose zone illustratedon the drawing. Ms. Hurst replied
thatthe vadose zone is the area of soil above the groundwater table.

Ms. Sweeney asked why the Navy used the catalytic oxidizer rather than the activatedcarbon. Ms. Hurst
replied thatit was more cost-effective to install a catalytic oxidizer ratherthan to continuously changethe
carbonadsorbers because the Navy was withdrawing vapors with high concentrations of gasoline from
CAA 4C. Changingthe adsorbers also requires thatthe system is shut down from 1to 3 weeks to service
all the adsorbers; the catalytic oxidizer allows for more operationtime of the system.

Slides 5 and 6 show the knockout drumat CAA 4C and the treatment system at Building 397. Slide 7 is a
site map showing thetreatment system location, above- andunder-ground piping associated with the
treatment system, andthe approximateareas of free productcontaminationaroundBuildings 410, 530,
397, and at CAA 4C.

Slide 8 illustratesthe sparging process where air is pushed from ablower into the wells and infiltrates the
contaminated soil and groundwater. The wells are monitoredto ensure thatthere is no buildupof air
pressure.
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Ms. Hurst reviewed the CAA site histories, starting with CAA 4C (Slide 9)_which is also known as ........
Site 22. This site was a former auxiliary base service station at the comer of Main Street and Pacific
Avenue and was operated before the Navy Exchange (NEX) service station at CAA 7. Ms. Sweeney
commented that the NEX service station at CAA 7 was in operation before this service station. A DVE
system has operated at CAA 4C since June 2004 and was combined with biosparging in July 2004. The
total mass removed from CAA 4C is 31,983 pounds. Slides 10 and 11 are pictures of CAA 4C showing
the treatment system piping and the associated well field.

The biosparge system at CAA 6 (Slide 12) was shut down in August 2005 and the Navy is currently
monitoring the site. The CAA is also called Parcel 37 and was historically used as an aircraft fuel storage
area that operated until 1997. It has been contaminated by free product and dissolved-phase jet fuel. The
DVE system operated from March 2002 through September 2003, and biosparging was conducted from
September 2004 through August 2005. The total mass removed is 5,354 pounds. CAA 7 (Slide 13),
which is also known as Site 7, is also the location of the NEX service station that operated from 1966 to
1997. Contaminants present include gasoline and methyl tertiary-butyl ether (MTBE) as free product in
groundwater. The DVE system at the site operated from May 2002 through September 2003. The site is
currently being monitored, and the total product mass removed is 9,917 pounds.

CAA 11, which includes CAA 11A and 11B (Slide 14), is also known as Area 37 and Building 14. It was
a historical fuel storage area east of Seaplane Lagoon; contaminants present are dissolved-phase fuels. A
vacuum truck is being used at Building 14. Pilot-study and full-scale biosparging was operated from
December 2003 through September 2004. Since April 2004, targeted wells have been injected with pure
oxygen to facilitate remediation at the site. Exploratory excavations were dug at the site in June 2004,
August 2004, October 2004, and in 2005. Monitoring is currently in progress at Area 37.

CAA 13 contains two buildings: Building 397 and Building 530. Building 397 (Slide 15) is the former
location of the jet engine test cells. A jet fuel spill occurred in 1991, and several excavations and removal "-........
actions followed the spill. However, in 2000, floating free product was discovered near the building.
This site operated a DVE system with pilot- and full-scale operation from March 2002 through September
2003. The Navy has been targeting specific wells from November 2003 through the present. The site is
being monitored, and the total mass removed is 1,248 pounds. Building 530 (Slide 16) is a former aircraft
defueling area. Aircraft were drained of fuel in the lot west of the building for maintenance. Fuel leaked
from the collection system into the soil, resulting in contamination by free product and dissolved-phase
jet fuel. Pilot- and full-scale DVE was conducted from October 2002 through September 2004 and
specific wells were targeted from October 2005 to the present. Biosparging was conducted between
February and September 2004. Monitoring is currently in progress. Approximately 55,804 pounds of
total mass has been removed. Slide 17 is a photograph of the well field at CAA 13 Building 530.

Building 410 (Slide 18), also called Site 9 Shallow, was a historical paint-stripping facility.
Environmental investigations have shown that an apparent aircraft defueling area was also located east of
the building. This defueling system included underground drains that collected the fuel, and it is expected
that a release occurred from these drains. Solvents from the paint stripping process are also present in
groundwater at the site. The Navy is addressing free product from jet fuel that was discovered during
remediation of the paint stripping solvents. The DVE system has operated from May 2005 to the present,
and the total mass removed since the previous petroleum program update in July is 7,449 pounds. The
amount recovered at this site was unexpected; however, there is no more evidence of free product
presence at the site. Slide 19 shows a photograph of the well field at Building 410.

Slide 20 depicts a graph of the total petroleum mass removed from CAA 4C and Building 410 since June
2004, and Slide 21 shows the total petroleum mass removed from each of the petroleum sites.
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Mr. Leach asked how often the carbon adsorbers for the liquid mass removal are changed. Mr. McMillan
replied that most of the petroleum is removed in the vapor phase, so the liquid-phase carbon adsorbers
need to be changed only every few months. Mr. Dover asked about rebound of free product once systems
have been shut down. Ms. Hurst replied that the Navy monitors for rebound after systems have been shut
down and continue monitoring for at least a year. If there is rebound, then the Navy addresses the
problem. Mr. Coe asked if there is a projected schedule to complete these projects. Mr. Lorton replied
that the Navy is no longer observing free product at the majority of the sites and needs to address only the
dissolved phase contaminants in groundwater.

Mr. Lynch claimed that equipment used at the on-site remediation systems violates public health
regulations on noise and asked when the equipment will be maintained to conform to those regulations.
He would not accept an attempt to solve one public health issue while creating another. He said the
system violates the City of Alameda's noise ordinance and that federal law requires that the Navy comply
with this ordinance. Ms. Hurst responded that noise readings indicate that the equipment is not operating
above 65 decibels during the day. A noise meter is stored at the site, and can be used to take more
frequent noise level readings. Mr. Lynch would like the results of noise monitoring shared with the
public to show how often the equipment is out of compliance. He also noted that the equipment is
especially loud after a rainstorm. Ms. Hurst responded that the Navy would try to collect more
measurements after rainstorms. Mr. Humphreys asked if the noise was loudest during or after the
rainstorm. Mr. Lynch replied that the system shuts down during rainstorms. Mr. Lorton countered that
the system does not shut down during a rainstorm. Mr. Lynch replied that water droplets are drawn into
the system and into the incinerator (catalytic oxidizer), which causes the temperature to drop and the
system to shut down. Mr. Lorton responded that it is not water droplets that are entering the system but
air saturated with water; therefore, the system should not shut down. Mr. McMillan said that the system
does not violate the city noise ordinance, and that the Navy has monitoring reports to demonstrate
compliance. Secondly, the water table rises during heavy rains and less bleed air will go into the system,
which will affect the vacuum levels (possibly increasing noise); however, this problem is usually
addressed before rainstorms by increasing the bleed air.

IV. Presentation of New Projects for 2006

Mr. Lorton provided a handout (Attachment B-3) on his presentation of new projects for 2006. The new
projects are to be awarded in fiscal year 2006. He said the Navy received a considerable budget for
Alameda Point and so tried to address other non-Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) issues with funds in addition to the mandatory CERCLA
projects. Some of these other programs that received funding include Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA) and petroleum projects. Most of the projects to be awarded in 2006 will not be
finished in this fiscal year but will be continued into subsequent years. The Navy typically designs its
contracts to last up to 18months.

The first set of projects are general programs for Alameda Point, such as basewide program management
support, basewide radiological surveys, basewide groundwater monitoring, findings of suitability to (or
for early) transfer (FOSTs/FOSETs), site inspections for economic development community (EDC)-12,
EDC-I 7, federal (FED) transfer parcels, and lead and asbestos surveys. The lead and asbestos surveys
depend on the timeline for early transfer to the city. Reports on lead must be completed within a certain
time from the transfer. Ms. Johnson asked if the Navy had prepared a list of buildings for which asbestos
and lead based paint documents would need to be updated. Mr. Macchiarella responded that the Navy did
not yet have a list but he did not think that the asbestos reports would need to be updated.

Projects for the landfill sites at Operable Unit (OU)-3 (Site 1) and OU-4A (Site 2) include a Site 1
feasibility study (FS), radiological surveys and removals at Sites 1 and 2, a FS, proposed plan (PP), and
record of decision (ROD) at Site 2. The Site 1 radiological and lead removal action will be for the lead
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berm area of the former firing range. Mr. Humphreys asked why Site 2 is funded through to the ROD "-_
when he thought that Site 1 was ahead of Site 2 in the schedule. Mr. Lorton stated that he believed that
the PP and ROD for Site 1 were previously awarded and are therefore not depicted on the slide.

Projects for OU-2 (2A, 2B, and 2C) include removal actions for dense nonaqueous phase liquid (DNAPL)
at Sites 4 and 5, subsurface slab soil vapor sampling at OU-2B, delineation of the tarry refinery waste at
Site 13, data gap sampling and design data collection at OU-2A and OU-2B, a revised remedial
investigation (RI) for OU-2C, and radiological removal in the storm sewers at Site 5.

Projects in the offshore areas include an RI for Sites 20 and 24, which will be followed by a FS, PP,
ROD, and remedial design (RD) for Site 17.

A ROD andsoilRD forSite 25 havebeen scheduledforOU-5and nearbysites. In addition,a
groundwaterRD is scheduledfor'OU-5/AnnexInstallationRestoration(IR) 02,a FS,PP, andROD is
scheduledfor Site30; and a FS is scheduledfor Site31.

Projects at OU-6 include design data collection and an RD at Site 26 (the western hangar zone), a PP and
ROD at Site 27 and 28, and design data collection and RD at Site 28.

Funded projects at other CERCLA sites on the base include a RD and design data collection at OU-1
(Sites 6, 7, 8, and 16); a RD and design data collection at Site 14; a RI, FS, PP, and ROD at Site 35;
additional sampling for the RI at Site 34; a FS, PP, and ROD at Site 32; and a RI at Site 33, which is
contingent on the determination made in the FED site inspection report.

Non-CERCLA programs that will be funded include petroleum and RCRA program projects. These
projects will include documentation of closure and no further action sites for numerous underground
storage tanks and CAA sites. Ms. Huang noted that four closure letters for some underground storage _"....
tanks were submitted on the date of the meeting. Active remediation or monitoring at the CAAs and the
planning and design of new corrective action activities will continue at the CAAs previously discussed.
CAA 3 and CAA 5 will be investigated for the presence of free product. Additionally, permitted and non-
permitted RCRA unit closures will receive additional funding. Some of the non-permitted RCRA units
are also called solid waste management units (SWMU) and include areas where hazardous materials were
stored.

Mr. Humphreys asked why the tarry refinery waste is cleaned up under the CERCLA program but the
petroleum sites are not, Mr. Lorton responded that petroleum used for fuel does not fall under CERCLA,
although CERCLA covers petroleum-based wastes of a refining operation. The CERCLA exclusion
would apply to gasoline stations but not to refineries.

V. BCT Activities

Ms. Cook provided an update on BRAC Cleanup Team (BCT) activities for the month of December. She
said that the BCT had a conference call in lieu of an in-person meeting. The BCT discussed schedule
items, such as the RI reports for Site 20 and 24, which will be delayed for about a month, and the OU-2A
and OU-2B FS reports have been delayed to April and May for public comment. The schedule was
changed mostly because of the large number of PPs and RODs that are must be reviewed by the agencies
within the next 3 months.

The BCT also discussed the Site 1 radiological material removal action and found that the agencies and
the Navy have different opinions on how to approach the site and spend the available funding. Some
BCT members would favor a time-critical removal action (TCRA) at the site, which would require less
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..... than 6 months of planning but limit the public and agency involvement because it happens quickly. Other
BCT members would prefer a non-TCRA because it includes community involvement; yet, the schedule
for the non-TCRA removal would likely continue into the Record of Decision and!or Remedial Design
process since this action will take a long time to review and plan. If that were to be the case, then the
benefit of the removal action is essentially lost. The agencies and the Navy are still discussing the best
course and would encourage the RAB members to voice their opinions. Ms. Sweeney made a motion to
discuss this removal action at this time. Ms. Cook clarified that a TCRA would start within 6 months and

would require several months to complete, while a non-TCRA will require about 2 years of planning
before field work can begin. The actual cleanup time in the field will be about the same for both routes.
Mr. Macchiarella summarized that one option allows the site to be cleaned up faster without as much
community involvement, while the other allows for enough community feedback but will take longer to
plan and will involve more documentation.

Mr. Dover asked if removing all of the radiological waste would be compromised by acting quickly.
Ms. Cook said that the regulators would like to address the major radiological waste first (during the
removal action), which would allow for a final remedial action that would focus on the remainder of the
issues at the site. Ms. Huang noted that a TCRA would not be the only action at the site ifradiological
waste remains after the removal action. Mr. Humphreys added that the Navy feels that the 2 feet of soil
removed during the TCRA at Site 25 is adequate for the use of the property. He asked if the radiological
waste would also be excavated to 2 feet or if all would be removed. Ms. Cook responded that the
regulators want to pursue the hotspots that Mr. Humphreys identified and would like to hear his concerns.
Ms. Lofstrom added that DTSC also has the same concerns as Mr. Humphreys. Ms. Smith said that the
sampling at Site 1was not as dense as would be preferable and she asked if sampling is also part of the
discussion on the TCRA. Ms. Cook responded that all aspects are open for discussion and that she would
like as much public input as possible. The Navy will make its decision within the next month. However,
the Navy needs to make sure that the action is not occurring during the least tern nesting season.

" Mr. Macchiarella also added that the removal action could be expanded into Site 2 and the Site 1 lead
berm area.

VI. Community and RAB Comment Period

Mr. Lynch commentedthat when he previously raised the issue of the noise ordinance violation, he
wanted the Navy and its contractors to understand that public perception is reality. Last week he received
an e-mail from a community member concerned about the situation that involved an issue near George
Miller School and the housing on Annapolis Circle. This community member made a report while living
in this housing area, and her husband was later told to keep his wife under control or he could kiss his
Navy career goodbye. She asked for help from the Alameda Fire Department who came to her house
with some type of instruments that sounded an alarm. She told housing officials that she would call the
news if they could not correct the problem. Later that same day, she was handcuffed and removed from
the house with her children and without any of their belongings. The email goes on to list a number of
her illnesses, which she believes resulted from living on the base. Mr. Lynch would like to know what
the Navy is going to do to change this type of public perception. He said the Navy needs to understand
that the issues discussed in these RAB meetings can have public health consequences. He also said that
the 5-year review report of the Marsh Crust area was not on the list of projects presented at this RAB, but
it was presented at the Alameda Annex RAB meeting in October 2005. He said that the report concluded
that there is no need to change the assumptions during the completion of the marsh crust reports, which he
does not think is the case. He states that the marsh crust is a layer of contamination that is covered with
clean fill, however; the clean fill is also contaminated with the same contaminants as the marsh crust

layer. He believes that this assumption is false and that only an incompetent person could prepare a
report that says something to this effect. The last five years and $20 million spent in polynuclear
aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH) removal actions show that the marsh crust ROD is completely
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unprotective.He believesthat the RODneedsto be reconsideredand that a remedythat is effectivebe ,,.....
appliedto the marshcrust. Mr. Humphreysasked forclarificationconcerningwho livedin the house.
Mr.Lynchreplied that it wasNavy family living in Navyhousing. He stated that there is no longer
anyoneliving in these houses.

Mr. Matarrese commented that the word "coerced" in the previous month's draft minutes is strong and
was inappropriately used. He wants to set the record straight that he was only making a request during
the public comment period; he is not a member of the RAB, and the RAB does not report to the City of
Alameda, but only to the Navy. He simply wanted the members of the RAB to take action. There were
no threats, sway, or compelling other than the discussion that this board had. He takes use of this word
seriously and he will not tolerate its use. Mr.Humphreys noted that at the beginning of the meeting, the
word was changed in the meeting minutes to "suggested." Ms. Smith noted that she was not present
during the review of the minutes earlier in the meeting but that at the last meeting she was searching for a
way to express how the RAB felt motivated to make a decision in a short time with little discussion.
Furthermore, this discussion was during review of the meeting minutes and not during the comment
period, so the RAB was not focusing properly. She supports the change because she does not think that
she said it. Mr. Matarrese responded that he has a problem with the word appearing in prim. Ms. Smith
responded that this is why the minutes are draft and subject to change.

Mr. Humphreys asked Ms. Smith if she had any comments on Site 2. He added that the Navy would
make a presentation on Site 2 during the next meeting. Ms. Smith responded that she would like time to
discuss the report during the next meeting and to include the radiological issues.

Mr. McMillan commented in response to Mr. Lynch's comments on the noise at the petroleum
remediation system; he said that he wanted to convey that he would consider Mr. Lynch's complaints
regarding the operating noise, especially after storm events, and try to adjust the system. He did not want
Mr. Lynch to think that these problems would not be addressed in depth. ".......

Mr. Coe added that Mr. Matarrese's comments during previous meetings prompted him to think about
remediation timeframes and he thinks that this issue was what Mr. Matarrese was trying to convey to the
RAB. He added that even during tonight's discussion, timeframes for site remediation has been an issue
and each site should be addressed as it arises.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:00 p.m.
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ATTACHMENT A

NAVAL AIR STATION ALAMEDA
RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD MEETING AGENDA

January 5, 2006

(One Page)



RESTORATION AD VISOR Y BOARD
NAVAL AIR STATION, ALAMEDA

AGENDA
JANUARY 5, 2006, 6:30 PM

ALAMEDAPOINT - BUILDING1 - SUITE140
COMMUNITY CONFERENCE ROOM

(FROM PARKING LOT ON W MIDWAYAVE, ENTERTHROUGHMIDDLE WING)

TIME SUBJECT PRESENTER

6:30 - 6:45 Approval of Minutes Mr. George Humphreys

6:45 - 7:00 Co-Chair Announcements Co-Chairs

7:00 - 7:25 Petroleum Hydrocarbon Program Update Ms. Michelle Hurst

7:25 - 7:45 Presentation of new projects for 2006 Mr. Greg Lorton

7:45 - 7:55 BCT Activities Ms. Anna-Marie Cook

7:55 - 8:15 Community & RAB Comment Period Community & RAB

8:15 RAB Meeting Adjournment



ATTACHMENT B

NAVAL AIR STATION ALAMEDA
RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD MEETING HANDOUT MATERIALS

B-1 List of Reports Received during December 2005, George Humphreys, RAB Community
Co-Chair, January 5, 2006 (! page)

B-2 Alameda Point Petroleum Program Update, presented by Greg Lorton and Michelle
Hurst, Navy. January 5, 2006. (11 pages)

B-3 Alameda Point Planned Projects for 2006, presented by Greg Lorton, Navy. January 5,
2006. (5 pages)
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ATTACHMENT B-1

RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS RECEIVED DURING DECEMBER 2005

(One Page)



........ Restoration Advisory Bo_d
Rel)orts Received During December 2005

1. D¢'.c.21; 2005, Quarterly Technic,_tMemoranda for Corrective Action Areas 4C,
6.7,11 and t 3 (Buildings 397 and 530) Alameda Point, Alameda, California,
Shaw Environmen,_k Inc.

2. Dee. !5, 2005, Draft FinN, RemediM Investigation Work Phm, Installation
Restoration Site 34. Alameda Point, Alameda, Calitbmia. SuiTech, A Joint
Venture of Sullivan Consulting Group and Tetra Tech EM Inc.

3. Rev. 0-Dee. 15, 2005 Field Sampling Phm/Qualily AssurmnceProject Plml,
Ve.rific_ationSoil and Soil Vapor Sampling at Corrective Action Area ! ].
Atmneda PoinI; Alameda. CA, Final Sampling and Analysis Plan Addendum 1.

4. Draft Remedial Investigation Installation Restoration Site 2, West Beach Landfill
and Wetlands, Alameda Point. Caliibmia, Battelle, Enviromnental Restoration
Department, and Blasland. Bouch & Lee, the.



ATTACHMENT B-2

ALAMEDA POINT PETROLEUM PROGRAM UPDATE

(Eleven Pages)



BRAC
PMO WEST

AlamedaPoint
PetroleumProgramUpdate

GregLorton,P.E.,andMichelleHurst
AlamedaPointBRACTeam

January05,2006

CorrectiveActionAreas BRACPMO WEST

(Site 22)

Building 397

(CAA13)

Building 530

(¢AA13)

_Site g)



RemediationTechnologies BRACPMO WEST

• DualVacuumExtraction(DVE)
- CAAs4C,6,7,13(Bldgs397and530),Bldg410

• VacuumTruck
- CAA11

• Biosparge

- CAAs4C,6, 11,13(Bldg530)

BRAC .....OriginalDVEProcess P_,o_s_

ExhaustStack
Vapor.PhaseActivatedCarbon And Mufflers

Knock*Out

Drum Liquid-PhaseActivatedCarbon



CurrentDVEProcess IIP_C
(CatalyticOxidizer[CATOX]) P_owe,sT

VenttoAtmos;Jhere
NmumiGas
orProp;_neAir __

Building530 / Vacuum OxJdizer
Stack

Blower

]

....J,. Knock-Out

Ii ..- .;T__ Drum Liquid-PhaseActiva_ Carbon

I

Knock-OutDrum(CAP,4C) ,,MoB_C_s_-



Bldg397TreatmentPlant B]_.Cp,,o_sT

North

Southeastern

Area of
AlamedaPoint

FreeProduct I

Road ;!
_;'_ I_ Building(W/Number)

I-- AbovegroundPiping

r sc_[e,I,feet I ........UndergroundPiping0 100 200 400 600 (approximate) :....



SpargeProcess BRAC
PMO WEST

Blower

AIr SpergeWells

..... CAA4C BRACPMO WEST

• AlternativeName:Site22

• History:ThisformerauxiliarybaseservicestationatMainSt./
PacificAve.wasoperatedbeforetheNEXservicestationatCAA7.

• Contamination:Freeproductanddissolvedphasegasoline
• Status

- DVE(Jun2004- present)

- Biosparge(Jul2004-present)
- Massremoved:31,983pounds



CAA4CPiping BRACpMo_sT

CAP,4C(lookingsouthwest) B_Cp_,o_sT



CAA6 BRACPMO WEST

• Othernames:Parcel37

• History:Aircraftfuelstoragearea,operateduntil1997.

• Contamination:Freeproductanddissolvedphasejetfuel
• Status

- DVE(Mar2002- Sep2003)

- Biosparging(Sep2004- Aug2005)

- MassRemoved:5,354pounds

CAA7 BRACPMO WEST

• Othername:Site7

• History:NavyExchange(NEX)ServiceStationatMainStreet/West
TowerAvenueoperatedfrom1966-1997.

, Contamination:Freeproductgasoline.MTBEingroundwater.
• Status

- DVE(May2002to Sep2003)

- Monitoringin-progress

- Massremoved:9,917pounds

_. _7_,̧



CAA11 BPJ_C
(CAA11AandCAA11B) ,,,,ow_T

• Othernames:Area37,Building14

• History:FuelstorageareaeastofSeaplaneLagoon.

• Contamination:Dissolvedphasefuels
• Status

- Vacuumtruck(Bldg14)

- Biosparge(Area37)

• Pilot-andfull-scale(Dec2003- Sep2004)

• Targetedwells,withpureoxygen(Apr2004- present)

- Exploratoryexcavations(Jun2004,Aug2004,Oct2004,2005)

- Monitoringin-progress(Area37)

B_CCAA13(Building397) ,,Ho_z.sT

• AlternativeName:Building397

• History:JetEngineTestCells.Jetfuelspillin1991.Several
excavationsandremovalactionsfollowed.Floatingproduct
discoverednearthebuildingin2000.

• Contamination:Freeproductanddissolvedphasejetfuel
• Status

- DVE

• Pilot-andFull-Scale(Mar2002-Sep2003)
• Targetedwells(Nov2003- present)

- Monitoringin-progress
- Massremoved:1,248pounds



CAA13(Building•530) B_C,,,,ow._

• Alternativename:Building530
, History:Aircraftdefuelingarea.ThelotwestofBuilding530was

usedtodrainfuelfromaircraftpriortomaintenance.Fuelapparently
leakedoutofthecollectionsystemintotheunderlyingsoil.

• Contamination:Freeproductanddissolvedphasejetfuel
• Status

- DVE

• Pilot-andfull-scale(Oct2002-Sep2004)
• Targetedwells(Oct2005- present)

- Biosparging(Feb2004- Sep2004)
- Monitoringin-progress
- MassRemoved:55,804pounds

CAAt3 (Bldg530) BRAC_,Ho_.,,T



Building4.10 B]__C
PossibleAircraftDefuelingActivity P_OWEST

. Alternativename:Site9 Shallow

• History:Paintstrippingfacility.Paintstrippingsolventcontaminants
arepresentinthegroundwaterbeneaththesiteAircraftwere
apparentlyde-fueledimmediatelyeastofthebuilding.

. Contamination:Freeproductjetfuel
• Status

- Wellsconstructedtoinjectsolventoxidizersrevealedunexpected
jetfuelfreeproduct

- DVE(May2005- present)

- MassremovedsinceJulyTPHupdate:7,449pounds

Bldg410Wellfield P,,oBRAC,,_s,

z



PetroleumMassRemoved B_C
(CAA4CandBldg410) e_o_._-

DVEMassRemoval(CAA4CandBldg.410)

PetroleumMassRemoved B_C
(Total) _,o_=T

DVEMassRemoval
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ATTACHMENT B-3

ALAMEDA POINT PLANNED PROJECTS FOR 2006

(Five Pages)



BRAe
PMO WEST

AlamedaPoint
PlannedProjectsfor 2006

GregLorton,P.E.
AlamedaPointBRACTeam

January5, 2006

....... GeneralPrograms BRACpMo_s,

• BasewideProgramManagementSupport
• BasewideRadiologicalSurveysbasedonHistoricalRadioiogical

Assessments)
• BasewideGroundwaterMonitoring

• FOSTs/FOSETs(FindingsofSuitabilityto [Early]Transfer)
• SiteInspectionsforEDC-12EDC-17andFEDtransferparcels
• LeadandAsbestosSurveys*

* - Fundingin2006dependsonpaceofearlytransferwithCity



0U-3(SiteI) and0U-4A(Site2) P,,oB_C,_T

• Site1FeasibilityStudyCompletion
• RadiologicalSurveyandRemoval(Sites1and2)
• Site2 FeasibilityStudy,ProposedPlan,andRecordofDecision
• Site1 RadiologicalandLeadRemoval

BRACOperableUnit2 (2A,2B,&2C) P,.o,_sT

• DNAPLRemovalAction(Sites4and5)
• OU-2BSub-SlabSoilVaporSampling
• Site13TarryRefineryWasteDelineation

• DataGapSamplingandDesignDataCollection(OU-2AandOU-2B)
• RevisedRemedialInvestigation(OU-2C)

• StormSewerRadiologicalRemoval(Site5)



OffshoreSites BRACPMO WEST

• RemedialInvestigations(Sites20and24)
• FeasibilityStudy,ProposedPlan,andRecordofDecision(Sites20

and24)
• Site17RemedialDesign

OperableUnit5(andnearbysites) BRACp,,owEsT

• Site25RecordofDecisionandSoilRemediaDesign
• OU-5/IR02GroundwaterRemedialDesign

• Site30FeasibilityStudy,ProposedPlan,andRecordof Decision
• Site31FeasibilityStudy



OperableUnit6 B]_.ACPMO W'F_S'P

• Site26RemedialDesignandDesignDataCollection
• Site27ProposedPlanandRecordofDecision
• Site28ProposedPlanandRecordofDecision

• Site28RemedialDesignandDesignDataCollection

B_C "_.....OtherCERCLASites P.o_sT

• OU-1RemedialDesignandDesignDataCollection(Sites6,7,8,
and16)

• Site14RemedialDesignandDesignDataCollection
• Site35RemedialInvestigation,FeasibilityStudy,ProposedPlan,and

RecordofDecision

• Site34additionalRemedialInvestigationsampling
• Site32FeasibilityStudy,ProposedPlan,andRecordofDecision

• Site33RemedialInvestigation*

*- contingentondeterminationinFEDSiteInspection



PetroleumandRCRAPrograms BKACPMO WEST

• DocumentationofClosuresandNoFurtherActionSites

(numerousUSTsandCAAs)
• ContinuationofCurrentCorrectionActions

(CAA4C,CAA6,CAA7,CAA11,CAA13,Building410)
• PlanningandDesignof NewCorrectiveActionactivities

• Free-ProductInvestigationatCAA3 andCA,&5
• PermittedRCRAUnitClosures

• Non-permittedRCRA(SWMU)Closures



SulTech
A Joint Venture of Sullivan Consulting Group and Tetra Tech EM Inc.

TRANSMITTAL/DELIVERABLE RECEIPT

Contract No. N68711-03-D-5104 Document ControlNo. TC. B130. 12286

TO: Contracting Officer DATE: 05/08/06
Karen Rooney, Code 02RE CTO: 0130
Naval Facilities Engineering Command LOCATION:
Southwest Division Alameda Point, Alameda, California
1230 Columbia Street, Suite 870
San Diego, CA 92101-8517

FROM:

Steven Bradley, Contract Manager

DOCUMENT TITLE AND DATE:

Final January 5, 2006, Restoration Advisory Board Monthly Meeting Summary

TYPE: [] Contractual [] Technical [] Other (TC)
Deliverable Deliverable (DS)

VERSION: Final REVISION #: NA

(e.g., Draft, Draft Final, Final)

ADMIN RECORD: Yes [] No [] CATEGORY: Confidential []

SCHEDULED DELIVERY DATE: 4/24/06 ACTUAL DELIVERY DATE: 05/11/06

O - original transmittal form
NUMBER OF COPIES SUBMITTED TO NAVY: O/5C/4E C = copy of transmittal form

E = enclosure

COPIES TO: (IncludeName, Navy Mail Code, and Number of Copies)

NAVY: SulTech: OTHER:

T. Macchiarella (BPMOW.TM) Fite/Doc Control

O/1E 1C/1E (w/QC)

J. Howell-Payne (BPMOW.JH) Craig Hunter

1C + letter only 1C/1E

Nars Ancog (03EN.NA) Lona Pearson

1C + letter only 1C/1E Date/Time Received

Diane Silva *(EVR.DS) Jamie Hamm

3C/3E 1C/1E

*Admin Record Recipient rev 10/01/03



Sttl Tec h AIoi,,,v..,,,,,.<ols,,Hi<,.,,co,,.,,.i,,_c,',,,,r,,,,_r... r_chEMI,,<.
1230ColumbiaStreet,Suite1080 @ SanDiego,California92101 • (619)525-7188• FAX(619)825-7186

May l0,2006

Thomas Macchiarella
BRAC Environmental Coordinator

BRAC Program Management Office-West
1455 Frazee Road, Suite 900

San Diego, California 92108

Subject: Final RAB Monthly Meeting Summary Report
Alameda Point, Alameda, California
Contract Number N68711-03-D-5104, Delivery Order 130

Mr. Macchiarella,

Please find enclosed the Restoration Advisory Board (RAB) Final Meeting Summary Reports for the
months of January, February and March 2006. The Final RAB Meeting Summary Reports for April
through December 2006 will be submitted as additions to these documents as they become available. As
requested, one copy of the each report has been submitted on compact disc.

If you have any questions, please call me at (916) 853-4557.

Sincerely,

Lona Pearson

Project Administrator

cc: Diane Silva
Joyce Howell-Payne
Nars Ancog
Craig Hunter
Jamie Hamm
File

January - TC.B 130.12286
February - TC.B 130.12287

March - TC.B 130.12288


